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MILK  DELIVERIES  UP  5.3  PERCENT  IN  * 

60  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS  * 

k 

Milk  deliveries  in  1961  (January  through  November)  * 
increased  5.3  percent  over  the  same  period  in  * 

1960.  There  was  little  change  in  Class  I  utiliza-  * 
tion  resulting  in  a  drop  in  the  Class  I  utilization  * 
percentage  from  63  to  60  percent.  * 
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MAJOR  ORDER  ACTIONS.  NOVEMBER  1961 

Merger ; 

Nebraska-Western  Iowa  (November  1).  Merger  of  Omaha-Lincoln-Council  Bluffs  and  Platte  Valley. 

Amendments : 

No£th  Texa£  (November  1) .  Amendment  provides  a  credit  for  Cheddar  cheese  through  March  1962. 

Minneapolis-St .  Paul  (November  1).  Amendment  changes  qualifying  period  for  a  supply  plant  to  August 
through  October  for  regulated  status  the  following  November  through  July.  Amendment  changes 
Class  II  price  from  butter-powder  to  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price  adjusted  by  Chicago  butterfat  differ¬ 
ential.  Sterilized  cream  is  now  specifically  placed  in  Class  II. 

Colorado  Springs-Pueblo  (November  1).  Amendment  changes  the  fluid  differential  on  Class  I  from 
$2.20  to  $2.10.  Amendment  eliminates  separate  Class  II  price  for  butter  and  cheese  and  estab¬ 
lishes  a  new  Class  II  price  which  is  the  basic  formula  price,  March  through  July  and  the  basic  for¬ 
mula  price,  plus  10  cents,  August  through  February.  Amendment  also  provides  for  minor  changes  in 
classification  of  fortified  products  and  allocation  of  receipts  from  unregulated  plants. 

Washington,  D.  C .  (November  1).  Amendment  permits  10  percent  diversion  of  producer  milk  as  an  alter¬ 
native  to  present  8 -day  limit  during  the  months  of  October  through  February,  Amendment  also  pro¬ 
vides  a  change  in  classification  of  fortified  products,  in  Class  I  and  places  dispositions  to  com¬ 
mercial  food  manufacturers  in  Class  II.  Bulk  transfers  of  cream  for  nonfluid  use  to  plants 
300  miles  or  more  frcmi  Washington  permitted  Class  II  if  certain  conditions  are  met.  Amendment 
deletes  from  the  order  a  special  pool  plant  provision  which  applied  to  proprietary  manufacturing 
plant . 

S us pens  ions : 

Mi£s^s£i£p^  Gulf  Coast  (November  1),  Required  shipment  of  50  percent  or  more  of  approved  receipts 
from  dairy  farmers  by  supply  plants  to  regulated  distributing  plants  is  suspended  for  the  period 
November  1961  through  January  1962. 

Michigan  Up£er  Peninsula  (November  28).  The  suspension  action  will  continue  through 

February  28,  1962,  the  present  Class  I  pricing  provision  which  otherwise  would  have  expired 
November  30,  1961. 

Northeastern  Wi£con£in  (November  28).  The  suspension  action  will  continue  through  February  28,  1962, 
the  present  Class  I  pricing  provision  which  otherwise  would  have  expired  November  30,  1961. 
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FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  MARKET  STATISTICS 


November  Highlights 


Class  I  sales.  Total  Class  I  sales,  in  and  outside  of  defined  marketing  areas,  by 
handlers  regulated  under  Jk  Federal  milk  order si/  were  2.4  billion  pounds  in 
November,  an  increase  of  0.9  percent  over  sales  in  November  a  year  ago.  Substantial 
increases  in  a  few  markets  were  associated  with  marketing  area  expansions.  For 
exan^le.  Ft.  Wayne  had  12  more  handlers  under  regulation  this  November  than  in 
November  19^0,  and  in  the  case  of  Wilmington,  a  large  handler  previously  regulated 
under  the  Philadelphia  order  became  subject  to  regulation  under  the  Wilmington  order. 

Sales  this  month  were  up  in  49  of  the  74  markets,  and  regional  totals  were  higher 
in  al 1  regions  except  the  Western  Group  of  the  East  North  Central  region  where  sales 
were  down  one  percent. 

Receipts  from  producers.  Producer  deliveries  continued  to  increase  at  a  faster  rate 
than  Class  I  sales.  Deliveries  this  month  to  handlers  in  the  74  markets  totaled 
nearly  3*7  billion  pounds,  an  increase  of  6.5  percent  over  one  year  ago.  However, 
this  increase  was  the  smallest  monthly  increase  since  the  4.2  percent  increase  in 
May,  and  in  the  case  of  15  markets,  deliveries  were  less  than  those  in  November  i960. 

Producer  deliveries  used  in  Class  I.  A  number  of  the  markets,  22  of  the  74,  had 
an  increase  in  their  November  Class  I  utilization  over  November  I96O.  However, 
totals  for  comparable  markets  indicated  that  during  November  the  volume  of  producer 
Class  I  milk  increased  only  0.6  percent  over  November  i960.  Consequently,  this 
increase  was  more  than  offset  by  the  6.5  percent  increase  in  receipts,  with  the 
result  that  the  percentage  of  receipts  used  in  Class  I  dropped  from  69  to  65  per¬ 
cent. 

Minimum  prices.  Minimum  Class  I  prices  in  November  were  up  in  6  markets,  unchanged 
in  3  markets  and  lower  in  the  remaining  65.  The  weighted  average  of  minimum 
Class  I  prices  paid  by  handlers  in  the  74  markets  for  3*5  percent  milk  was  •$5*11 
per  hundredweight,  20  cents  lower  than  November  i960,  and  the  greatest  decrease 
this  year  from  the  same  month  the  previous  year. 

Minimum  weighted  average  blend  prices  to  producers  were  up  in  12  markets,  unchanged 
in  one,  and  lower  in  the  remaining  61.  The  vreighted  average  minimum  blend  price  for 
the  74  markets  was  $4.52  jer  hundredweight,  down  19  cents  from  November  19^^  also 
the  greatest  decrease  this  year  from  the  same  month  a  year  ago. 

In-area  whole  milk  sales.  Seiles  of  whole  milk  in  65  marketing  areas  for  which 
comparable  data  were  available  totaled  nearly  I.5  billion  pounds.  This  is  slightly 
less  (0.4  percent)  than  the  sales  in  November  i960. 

Complete  in-area  sales  data  for  Octobar  are  shown  in  table  6. 


1/  Markets  in  which  orders  have  been  in  effect  continuously  since  January  1,  i960. 
Data  are  comparable,  except  for  the  influence  of  marketing  area  changes  from  one 
year  to  the  next  in  a  few  markets. 
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Table  1. --Changes  in  producer  deliveries  and  percentage  of  deliveries  used  in  Class  I  in  specified  Federal  order  markets,  1961  over  1960  1/ 
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1/  Markets  which  did  not  have  substantial  marketing  area  changes  during  1960-61.  Data  based  on  deliveries  and  utilization  during  January 
through  November  of  each  year. 


MILK  DELIVERIES  UP  5.3  PERCENT  IN  6o  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS 


Milk  deliveries  in  I96I  (January  through  November)  increased  5*3  per 
cent  over  deliveries  in  i960  in  60  Federal  order  markets  which  had 
no  substantial  marketing  area  changes  during  the  period.  There  was 
little  change  in  the  quantity  of  milk  used  in  Class  I,  so  that  the 
Class  I  utilization  percentage  dropped  from  63  percent  to  60  percent 
mainly  as  a  result  of  the  increase  in  deliveries. 

In  the  7^  markets  for  which  comparisons  have  been  shown  in  table  3 
of  each  issue  of  FMOS,  deliveries  in  the  January -November  period 
were  6.2  percent  higher  this  year  than  in  i960,  and  the  Class  I 
utilization  percentage  dropped  4  percentage  points  from  64  to  60 
percent.  However,  as  has  been  indicated  each  month,  the  74-meLrket 
totals  reflect  the  influence  of  marketing  area  cheinges.  Thus,  in 
order  to  more  accurately  compare  I96I  receipts  and  utilization  data 
with  those  for  I96O,  data  shown  in  table  1  were  compiled  for  only 
those  markets  where  no  significant  changes  were  made  in  marketing 
areas. 

As  shown  in  table  1,  deliveries  were  lower  in  196I  in  only  9  of 
the  60  markets.  Decreases  ranged  from  0.6  percent  in  Clarksburg  to 
26  percent  in  South  Be nd-LaPorte -Elkhart.  The  large  decrease  in 
deliveries  to  South  Bend  handlers  resulted  mainly  from  one  large 
handler  changing  to  regulation  under  the  Indianapolis  order.  At 
the  other  extreme,  the  large  increase,  l62  percent,  in  deliveries 
to  Wilmington  handlers  also  resulted  mainly  from  a  change  in  the 
order  under  which  a  handler  was  regulated;  a  large  handler  in 
Philadelphia  changeA  to  regulation  \nider  the  Wilmington  order. 

Class  I  use  in  the  60  markets  was  off  0.04  percent.  Thus,  the 
larger  deliveries  resilLted  in  a  lower  Class  I  utilization  per¬ 
centage.  Utilization  percentages  in  I961  were  lower  in  52  of  the 
60  markets.  The  60-market  utilization  percentage  dropped  3  percent¬ 
age  points,  and  in  individual  markets  the  decreases  ranged  from 
one  percentage  point  in  several  markets  to  12  in  Kansas  City  and 
Sioux  City.  The  Class  I  Utilization  percentages  were  vinchanged  in 
three  markets-Philadelphia,  Clarksburg,  and  Southeastern  Florida. 

The  60-market  Class  I  utilization  percentage  is  heavily  weighted  by 
utilization  in  the  larger  markets,  and  these  are  the  markets  which 
reported  the  lowest  utilization  in  both  i960  and  I961.  Thus,  the 
lower  utilization  percentages  in  the  largest  markets  had  a  downward 
influence  on  the  60-market  average.  For  example,  if  New  York -New 
Jersey  and  Chicago  (where  fluid  cream  and  mixtures  are  Class  II)  are 
not  included  in  the  I961  data,  the  average  Class  I  utilization  per¬ 
centage  for  the  remaining  markets  was  70  percent,  10  points  above 
the  60-market  average. 

Class  I  utilization  percentages  in  I96I  were  70  percent  or  higher  in 
39  individual  markets,  and  handlers  in  Austin-VJaco  used  91  percent 
of  deliveries  in  Class  I,  thd  highest  reported  for  any  of  the  60 
markets . 


Table  2. — Number  of  producers,  average  dally  deliveries  of  milk  per  producer,  and  average  percentage  of  butter- 
fat  in  such  milk.  Federal  order  markets,  November  1961,  with  comparisons 


Number  of 

producers 

Daily  deliveries 
per  producer 

Average  butter fat  percentage 

Market 

Nov.  1961 

'  Change  from 
^  Nov.  1960 

Nov.  1961 

Change  from 
Nov.  1960 

November 

1961 

:  1960 

Number 

Number 

Pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston 

9,716 

+  44 

529 

+11.6 

1/ 

3.98 

Springfield 

842 

-  66 

583 

-  1.0 

y 

3.86 

Worcester 

890 

-340 

664 

+16.1 

y 

3.86 

Southeastern  N. England 

2,067 

-308 

773 

+  6.2 

3.76 

3.79 

Connecticut 

3.012 

-121 

917 

+  3.7 

3.76 

3.79 

Group  ^ 

16.527 

-791 

640 

+  7.4 

3.76 

3.79 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York-New  Jersey 

47,657 

-1,192 

563 

+  5.0 

3.72 

3.69 

Philadelphia 

6.038 

-1.215 

644 

+  7.3 

3.86 

3.86 

Group  2/ 

53.695 

-2.407 

572 

+  5.1 

3.74 

3.71 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

745 

+533 

797 

-  5.5 

3.78 

3.77 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay 

2,375 

+  59 

757 

+  6.3 

3.89 

3.87 

Washington,  D.  C. 

2,322 

+  2 

1,103 

+  4.5 

3.79 

3.81 

Wheeling 

994 

-  59 

443 

+14.5 

3.93 

3.90 

Clarksburg 

381 

-  78 

477 

+12.2 

3.96 

4.02 

Tri-State 

1,537 

-  33 

452 

+10.8 

3.90 

3.94 

Appalachian 

874 

-  36 

734 

+13.3 

3.87 

3.89 

Southeastern  Florida 

93 

-  9 

14.661 

+  9.9 

3.97 

3.91 

Group  U 

6,946 

+320 

932 

+  6.0 

3.86 

3.87 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 
Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

263 

-  17 

582 

+18.5 

3.81 

3.84 

Muskegon 

426 

-  1 

741 

+16.9 

3.73 

3.71 

Southern  Michigan 

14,209 

+  78 

648 

+12.7 

3.72 

3.74 

Toledo 

1,113 

-  55 

807 

+13.5 

3.82 

3.84 

Northeastern  Ohio 

8,589 

-305 

534 

+11.9 

3.79 

3.80 

Youngs town-Warren 

1,138 

— 

571 

— 

3.78 

— 

North  Central  Ohio 

1,136 

-238 

634 

+23.1 

3.88 

3.93 

Columbus 

1,312 

-254 

747 

+29.7 

3.91 

3.94 

Dayton- Springfield 

1,774 

-170 

689 

+14.5 

3.91 

3.94 

Cincinnati 

3,851 

-155 

412 

+14.4 

3.86 

3.87 

Group  2/ 

32.673 

-1,117 

602 

+14.2 

3.78 

3.80 

Western  Group 

Mich.  Upper  Peninsula 

672 

-  17 

445 

+  9.6 

3.86 

3.85 

Northeastern  Wisconsin 

1,365 

+  35 

817 

+14.3 

3.79 

3.79 

Milwaukee 

2,190 

+274 

899 

+15.1 

3.78 

3.80 

Rockford-Freeport 

212 

+  21 

913 

+19.8 

3.73 

3.79 

Chicago 

18,350 

-526 

836 

+13.7 

3.73 

3.74 

S.Bend-LaPorte- Elkhart 

714 

-421 

730 

+  6.0 

3.90 

3.96 

Fort  Wayne 

953 

+  91 

524 

+i5.2 

3.88 

3.92 

Ohio  Valley 

959 

-  34 

539 

+  9.6 

3.94 

3.95 

Indianapolis 

4,322 

— 

527 

— 

3.95 

— 

Suburban  St.  Louis 

1.701 

+  43 

478 

+12.2 

3.84 

3.81 

Group  2/ 

24,456 

-543 

815 

+14.5 

3.75 

3.76 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 
Northern  Group 

Duluth- Superior 

1,005 

-  75 

417 

+  5.3 

3.98 

3.96 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul 

3,710 

+327 

738 

+  3.2 

3.72 

3.73 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

130 

+  8 

834 

+  8.7 

3.49 

3.45 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

313 

-  6 

842 

+  9.6 

3.67 

3.59 

Black  Hills 

120 

+  2 

1,034 

+  2.4 

3.71 

3.70 

North  Central  Iowa 

863 

-  3 

851 

+  6.9 

3.74 

3.77 

Cedar  Rapids- Iowa  City 

781 

+  73 

677 

+  9.7 

3.86 

3.87 

Quad  Citles-Dubuque 

767 

+  28 

754 

+  8.6 

3.82 

3.85 

Des  Moines 

1,048 

+  30 

759 

+18.0 

3.77 

3.84 

Sioux  City 

178 

+  1 

956 

+  5.3 

3.73 

3.67 

Nebraska-Western  Iowa 

1,757 

+  57 

784 

+14.8 

3.79 

3.70 

Group  2/ 

10,672 

+442 

734 

+  8.4 

3.77 

3.76 

Continued 
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Table  2. --Number  of  producers,  average  daily  deliveries  of  milk  per  producer,  and  average  percentage  of  butter- 
fat  in  such  milk.  Federal  order  markets,  November  1961,  with  comparisons  -Continued 


Number  of 

producers 

Dally  deliveries 
per  producer 

Average  butterfat  percentage 

Market 

Nov.  1961 

.  Change  from 
.  Nov.  1960 

Nov.  1961 

"  Change  from 
]  Nov.  1960 

November 

1961 

:  1960 

Number 

Number 

Pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

\JEST  NORTH  CENT.  -Con. 
Southern  Group 

St.  Joseph 

474 

803 

3.79 

St.  Louis 

3,026 

-  80 

624 

+11.2 

3.93 

3.98 

Ozarks 

1,128 

+  95 

538 

+22.8 

4.21 

4.34 

Kansas  City 

2,632 

-212 

771 

+10.0 

3.77 

3.73 

Neosho  Valley 

630 

-  64 

668 

+15.6 

3.85 

3.79 

Wichita 

947 

-  12 

889 

+  8.3 

3.82 

3.71 

Southwest  Kansas 

197 

-  36 

980 

+16.5 

3.92 

3.74 

Group  2/ 

8.560 

-309 

698 

+11.5 

3.88 

3.86 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville- Lexington 

2,346 

+  44 

600 

+  7.9 

3.89 

3.90 

Paducah 

545 

+  7 

469 

-  1.7 

4.20 

4.24 

Nashville 

1,374 

-139 

607 

+  7.1 

4.14 

4.18 

Memphis 

1,115 

+135 

691 

+  7.8 

4.09 

4.24 

Knoxville 

843 

-  70 

627 

+14.0 

4.00 

4.00 

Chattanooga 

686 

-  13 

689 

+  5.4 

4.39 

4.41 

Mississippi  Delta 

408 

+  16 

716 

-  3.4 

4.44 

4.53 

Central  Mississippi 

832 

-  63 

656 

+  6.7 

4.30 

4.33 

Mississippi  Gulf  Coast 

492 

+134 

444 

-  .9 

4.38 

4.38 

Group  2/ 

8.641 

+  51 

611 

+  6.6 

4.12 

4.16 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 
Northern  Group 

Central  Arkansas 

915 

-  78 

741 

+  6.8 

4.01 

4.12 

Fort  Smith 

205 

-  14 

739 

+22.4 

4.05 

4.03 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan 

2,298 

-  98 

699 

+  9.4 

3.87 

3.85 

Red  River  Valley 

528 

-  30 

963 

+11.6 

3.81 

3.83 

Texas  Panhandle 

479 

-  11 

1.091 

+15.6 

3.87 

3.80 

Group  2/ 

4.425 

-231 

756 

+11.5 

3.89 

3.89 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana 

539 

-  19 

890 

+  3.9 

4.34 

4.34 

New  Orleans 

2,011 

-  71 

564 

+10.6 

4.30 

4.30 

North  Texas 

2,584 

-  4 

1,031 

+  7.3 

4.02 

4.02 

Central  West  Texas 

407 

-  66 

1,177 

+  9.3 

3.97 

3.98 

Austin-Waco 

361 

+  37 

1,117 

+  1.4 

3.93 

3.92 

San  Antonio 

468 

-106 

1,324 

+15.1 

3.87 

3.88 

Corpus  Christ! 

352 

-  18 

1,168 

+  6.1 

4.41 

4.41 

Group  U 

6.722 

-247 

919 

+  7.7 

4.10 

4.10 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado 

1,426 

— 

868 

— 

3.76 

— 

Great  Basin 

1,275 

-  39 

861 

+  8.6 

3.81 

3.81 

Western  Colorado 

105 

-  12 

892 

+  4.3 

3.90 

3.90 

Colo.  Springs-Pueblo 

311 

-106 

855 

+11.9 

3.73 

3.76 

Central  Arizona 

341 

-  39 

3,629 

+17.1 

3.75 

3.70 

Group  IJ 

2.032 

-196 

1,326 

+12.0 

3.78 

3.76 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound 

3,210 

-  73 

961 

+  9.3 

4.16 

4.18 

Inland  Bnpire 

630 

-  28 

673 

-  .1 

4.14 

4.12 

Group  2/ 

3,840 

-101 

914 

+  8.2 

4.16 

4.17 

Comparable  markets  2/ 

179,189 

-5,129 

682 

+  9.5 

3/3.82 

3/3.82 

All  markets 

191,584 

— 

678 

— 

— 

— 

\J  Data  not  available. 

2/  Based  on  markets  effective  as  of  January  1,  1960.  Excludes  Upper  Chesapeake  Bay,  Youngs town- Warren, 
Ohio  Valley,  Indianapolis,  Suburban  St.  Louis,  St.  Joseph,  and  Eastern  Colorado. 

Weighted  average  of  comparable  markets  except  Boston,  Springfield,  Worcester,  and  Connecticut. 
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Table  3. --Federal  milk  order  minimum  Class  I  and  market  average  blend  prices  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content 
f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  receipts  of  milk  from  producers,  and  producer  milk  in  Class  I, 

November  1961,  with  comparisons 


Class  I 

price 

Blend 

price 

Receipts 

producers 

from 

Producer  milk  in 

Class 

I 

Market 

:  Change 

: Change  : 

Percentage 

Nov.  : 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Nov. 

:  from 

Nov. 

:from  : 

of  receipts 

1961  : 

1960 

1961 

1960 

1961 

:liov. 

1961 

: Nov .  : 

Nov. 

:  Nov. 

:1960 

:1960  : 

1961 

:  1960 

Dollars  per  100  lb. 

1,000  lb. 

Pet . 

1,000  lb. 

Pet . 

Percent 

NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston 

1/5.70 

1/5.91 

1/4.78 

1/4.98 

154,275 

-H2.1 

96,218 

+  7.5 

62 

65 

Springfield 

6.  24 

6.45 

5.75 

5.86 

14,737 

-  8.2 

11,937 

-  3.9 

81 

77 

Worcester 

6.24 

6.45 

5.93 

6.05 

17,732 

-15.9 

14,819 

-10.3 

84 

78 

Southeastern  N. England 

6.24 

6.45 

5.97 

6.05 

47,945 

-  7.6 

38,976 

-  3.2 

81 

78 

Connecticut 

6.23 

6.45 

5.84 

5.96 

82,855 

-  .3 

69,838 

+  2.9 

84 

82 

Group  2/ 

6.01 

6.24 

5.35 

5.54 

317,544 

+  2.5 

231,788 

+  2.3 

73 

73 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York-New  Jersey 

1/5.74 

1/6.10 

1/4.60 

1/4.85 

804,601 

+  2.5 

443,504 

-  2.3 

55 

58 

Philadelphia 

i/6. 05 

3/5.75 

3/5.57 

3/5.22 

116,730 

-10.6 

96,792 

-  7.3 

83 

80 

Group  2/ 

5.80 

6.03 

4.72 

4.90 

921,331 

+  .6 

540,296 

-  3.2 

59 

61 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

5.90 

5.64 

5.35 

5.43 

17,822 

+232.6 

13,946 

+181.5 

78 

92 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay 

5.55 

5.55 

5.07 

5.03 

53,915 

+  9.0 

42,336 

+10.2 

79 

78 

Washington,  D.  C. 

5.55 

5.55 

4.94 

4.90 

76,846 

+  4.5 

56,832 

+  4.2 

74 

74 

Wheeling 

4.96 

5.11 

4.63 

4.90 

13,200 

+  7.9 

10,710 

+  1.2 

81 

87 

Clarksburg 

5.21 

5.26 

5.03 

4.95 

5,448 

-  6.9 

4,940 

+  .6 

91 

84 

Tri-State 

4/5.17 

4/5.57 

4.87 

5.36 

20,823 

+  8.3 

18,755 

+  3.1 

90 

95 

Appalachian 

5.38 

5.42 

5.27 

5.29 

19,237 

+  8.8 

17,460 

+  5.4 

91 

94 

Southeastern  Florida 

6.40 

6.30 

5.94 

5.92 

40 . 905 

+  .2 

34,090 

+  1.9 

83 

82 

Group  2/ 

5.65 

5.67 

5.19 

5.25 

194,281 

+11.2 

156,733 

+  9.4 

81 

82 

EAST  NORTH  GEOTRAL 

Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

4,66 

4.85 

4.30 

4.60 

4,595 

+11.5 

3,576 

+  4.3 

78 

83 

Muskegon 

4.61 

4.80 

4.06 

4.40 

9,474 

+16.4 

6,179 

+  .6 

65 

75 

Southern  Michigan 

4.39 

4.95 

3.99 

4.54 

276,046 

+13.3 

174,363 

-  1.2 

63 

72 

Toledo 

4.66 

5.05 

4.40 

4.85 

26,951 

+  8.2 

22,297 

+  2.3 

83 

88 

Northeastern  Ohio 

5/4.76 

5/5.07 

5/4.25 

5/4.65 

137,613 

+  8.2 

88,914 

-  3.9 

65 

73 

Youngs town- Warren 

4.86 

— 

4.62 

— 

19,510 

— 

16,743 

— 

86 

— 

North  Central  Ohio 

6/4.42 

6/4.73 

4. 19 

4.57 

21,595 

+  1.7 

16,903 

-  5.3 

78 

84 

Columbus 

4.50 

4.61 

4.77 

4.94 

29,409 

+  8.6 

24,165 

+  3.9 

82 

86 

Dayt  on- S  pr ingf ie Id 

4.60 

4.63 

4.67 

4.67 

36,674 

+  4.4 

27,683 

+  2.4 

75 

77 

Cincinnati 

4.88 

4.94 

4.88 

4.84 

47,639 

+10.0 

36,521 

+12.8 

77 

75 

Group  2/ 

4.56 

4.93 

4.23 

4.63 

589,996 

+10.3 

400,601 

-  .  1 

68 

75 

Western  Group 

Mich.  Upper  Peninsula 

7/4.54 

7/4.66 

4.22 

4.44 

8,964 

+  6.8 

7,472 

-  2.6 

83 

91 

Northeastern  Wisconsin 

8/4. 13 

8/4.25 

8/3.84 

8/4.05 

33,455 

+17.3 

22,915 

-  .  1 

68 

80 

Milwaukee 

4.01 

4.13 

3.89 

4.07 

58,885 

+31.9 

42,235 

+  8.9 

72 

87 

Rockford- Freeport 

9/4. 18 

9/4.19 

4.02 

4.12 

5,804 

+33.0 

4,739 

+18.0 

82 

92 

Chicago 

10/4. 16 

10/4.17 

10/3.78 

10/3.75 

460,378 

+10.8 

191,801 

-  5.4 

42 

49 

S .  Bend-LaPorte -Elkhart 

4.51 

4.73 

4.22 

4.51 

15,639 

-33.4 

11,956 

-35.8 

76 

79 

Fort  Wayne 

4.40 

4.75 

4.45 

4.24 

14,987 

+60.7 

12,290 

+95.9 

82 

67 

Ohio  Valley 

4.64 

4.68 

4.38 

4.50 

15,521 

+  5.9 

12,351 

-  2.3 

80 

86 

Indianapolis 

11/4.58 

11/4.75* 

68,341 

— 

56,484 

— 

83 

--- 

Suburban  St.  Louis 

11/4.56 

11/4.65 

11/4.55 

n/4.60 

24,380 

+15.2 

20,681 

+10.2 

85 

89 

Group  2/ 

4. 17 

4.23 

3.83 

3.85 

598,112 

+12.0 

293,408 

-  2.5 

49 

56 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Duluth- Superior 

4. 14 

4.26 

3.73 

3.78 

12,575 

-  2.1 

7,717 

-  2.2 

61 

61 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul 

4.05 

4.30 

3.85 

4.04 

82,150 

+13.1 

55,911 

+  3.3 

68 

75 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

4.59 

4.71 

4.30 

4.35 

3,251 

+15.8 

2,580 

+14.9 

79 

80 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

4.48 

4.40 

4.21 

4. 18 

7,904 

+  7.5 

6,370 

+  5.2 

81 

82 

Black  Hills 

5.34 

5.46 

5.02 

5.12 

3,723 

+  4.1 

3,142 

+  5.6 

84 

83 

North  Central  Iowa 

11/4.31 

11/4.32 

11/4.20 

11/4.29 

22,026 

+  6.5 

19,276 

-  .9 

88 

94 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 

4.31 

4.32 

3.97 

4.17 

15,372 

+21.1 

10,858 

-  1.9 

68 

84 

Quad  Cities-Dubuque 

12/4.36 

4.35 

12/4.09 

4.25 

17,341 

+12.7 

12,849 

+  3.0 

74 

81 

Des  Moines 

13/4.65 

13/4.66 

13/4.36 

13/4.52 

23,847 

+21.4 

18,494 

+  6.1 

78 

89 

Sioux  City 

4.68 

4.68 

4.57 

4.75 

5,107 

+  5.9 

3,630 

-10.2 

71 

84 

Nebraska-Western  Iowa 

4.69 

4.68 

4.76 

4.75 

41,324 

+18.7 

32,996 

+13.8 

80 

83 

Group  2/ 

4.37 

4.45 

4.17 

4.28 

235,120 

+13.2 

173,823 

+  4.3 

74 

80 

Continued 
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Table  3. --Federal  milk  order  minimum  Class  I  and  market  average  blend  prices  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content, 
f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  receipts  of  milk  from  producers,  and  producer  milk  in  Class  I, 

November  1961,  with  comparisons  -Continued 


Class  I 

price 

Blend 

price 

Receipts 

producers 

from 

Producer  milk  in 

Class 

1 

Market 

:  Change 

:  Change  : 

Percentage 

Nov.  : 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Nov. 

:  f  rom 

Wov. 

; from  : 

of  receipts 

1961  : 

1960 

1961 

1960 

1961 

:Nov. 

1961 

:Nov.  : 

Nov. 

Nov. 

:1960 

:1960  : 

1961 

1960 

Dollars  per  100  lb. 

1,000  lb. 

Pet . 

1,000  lb. 

Pet . 

Percent 

IVEST  NORTH  CENT.  -Con. 

Southern  Grou£ 

St.  Joseph 

4.30 

_ 

4.11 

--- 

11,413 

-  -- 

9,684 

--- 

85 

_ 

St.  Louis 

4.66 

4.75 

4.61 

4.76 

56,666 

+  8.5 

46,347 

+  1.5 

82 

87 

Ozarks 

14/4.39 

14/4.48 

14/4.22 

14/4.50 

18,213 

+34.3 

13,023 

+15.0 

72 

83 

Kansas  City 

4.40 

4.74 

4.02 

4.24 

60,874 

+  1.8 

41,431 

+  1.8 

68 

68 

Neosho  Valley 

4.60 

4.66 

4. 14 

4.20 

12,622 

+  5.0 

8,353 

+17.2 

66 

59 

Wichita 

4.57 

4.76 

4.16 

4.28 

25 ,036 

+  6.4 

17,112 

+  8.2 

68 

67 

Southwest  Kansas 

4.56 

5.05 

4.20 

4.68 

5,752 

+  7.8 

4,255 

+  1.0 

74 

79 

Group  2/ 

4.53 

4.73 

4.26 

4.44 

179,163 

+  7.6 

130,521 

+  4.6 

73 

75 

EAST  SOOTH  CENTRAL 

Lou is V i 1 le -  Lex ingt on 

4.37 

4.90 

4.62 

5.14 

42,251 

+10.1 

31,053 

-  1.9 

73 

82 

Paducah 

4.69 

4.91 

4.70 

4.86 

7,662 

-  .4 

7,367 

+  2.9 

96 

93 

Nashville 

4.56 

4.94 

4.34 

4.56 

25,015 

-  2.8 

21,042 

+  3.0 

84 

79 

Memphis 

15/5.12 

15/5.36 

15/5.06 

15/5.26 

21,784 

+19.6 

20,622 

+21.9 

95 

93 

Knoxville 

4.60 

4.72 

4.32 

4.47 

15,860 

+  5.3 

13,086 

+  .8 

83 

86 

Chattanooga 

4.74 

4.90 

4.36 

4.47 

14,171 

+  3.4 

10,891 

+  3.6 

77 

77 

Mississippi  Delta 

16/5.26 

16/5.38 

16/4.82 

16/5.07 

8,768 

+  9.0 

7,015 

+  1.2 

80 

86 

Central  Mississippi 

17/5.42 

17/5.54 

17/4.83 

17/5.06 

16,385 

+  .1 

12,407 

-  5.9 

76 

81 

Mississippi  Gulf  Coast 

18/5.52 

18,5.64 

18/4.82 

18/5.34 

6,560 

+50.9 

4,769 

+26.4 

73 

87 

Group  2/ 

4.79 

5.07 

4.63 

4.90 

158,456 

+  7.4 

128,252 

+  3.8 

81 

84 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Central  Arkansas 

19/5.12 

19/5.36 

19/4.97 

19/5.14 

17,295 

+  2.3 

15,948 

+  3.5 

92 

91 

Fort  Smith 

5.12 

5.25 

4.88 

5.02 

3,968 

+13.7 

3,608 

+14.1 

91 

91 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan 

20/4.94 

20/4.99 

20/4.38 

20/4.48 

48,156 

+  4.9 

34,313 

-  .  1 

71 

75 

Red  River  Valley 

21/5.08 

21/5.14 

21/4.65 

21/4.74 

15,256 

+  5.6 

11,639 

+  .8 

76 

80 

Texas  Panhandle 

5.42 

5.56 

4.72 

5.14 

15,675 

+12.9 

11.099 

-  3.9 

71 

83 

Group  2/ 

5.08 

5.19 

4.60 

4.75 

100,350 

+  6.0 

76,607 

+  .8 

76 

80 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana 

22/5.56 

22/5.82 

22/5.28 

22/5.39 

14,390 

+  .3 

12,875 

+  7.9 

89 

83 

New  Orleans 

23/5.68 

23/5.96 

23/4.94 

23/5.18 

34,041 

+  6.8 

23,348 

+  3.9 

69 

71 

North  Texas 

5.26 

5.44 

4.69 

4.92 

79,891 

+  7.1 

57,458 

+  .2 

72 

77 

Central  West  Texas 

24/5.50 

24/5.69 

24/5.28 

24/5.38 

14,375 

-  5.9 

12,995 

-  4.3 

90 

89 

Austin-Waco 

25/5.66 

25/5.84 

25/5.48 

25/5.77 

11,932 

+13.6 

10,977 

+  8.2 

92 

97 

San  Antonio 

5.68 

5.86 

5.52 

5.64 

18,450 

-  5.8 

17,116 

-  4.3 

93 

91 

Corpus  Christ! 

^/6.06 

^/6.24 

2615.96 

^/6.18 

12,332 

+  .9 

12,014 

+  .5 

97 

98 

Group  2/ 

5.52 

5.72 

5.05 

5.26 

185,411 

+  3.9 

146,783 

+  1.0 

79 

81 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado 

5.30 

4.90 

37,150 

30,942 

83 

Great  Basin 

5.25 

5.25 

4.59 

4.55 

32,924 

+  5.3 

22,062 

+  3.0 

67 

69 

Western  Colorado 

5.25 

5.36 

4.97 

5.07 

2,811 

-  6.3 

2,433 

-  5.0 

87 

85 

Colo.  Springs -Pueblo 

5.30 

5.51 

5.30 

5.10 

7,984 

-16.5 

7,391 

-  3.5 

93 

80 

Central  Arizona 

^/5.75 

2J I5.91 

2J/5 . 33 

21/5.55 

37,120 

+  5.1 

30,564 

+  2.3 

82 

85 

Group  2/ 

5.50 

5.64 

5.01 

5.08 

80,839 

+  2.1 

62,450 

+  1.5 

77 

78 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound 

28/4.91 

28/5.04 

28/4.12 

28/4.17 

92,546 

+  6.9 

46,952 

+  3.1 

51 

53 

Inland  Empire 

5.24 

5.30 

4.78 

4.74 

12,714 

-  4.4 

9,906 

-  .6 

78 

75 

Group  2/ 

4.97 

5.09 

4.20 

4.25 

105,260 

+  5.4 

56,858 

+  2.4 

54 

56 

Comparable  markets  TJ 

5.11 

5.31 

4.52 

4.71 

3,665,863 

+  6.5 

2,398,120 

+  .6 

65 

69 

All  markets 

5.10 

5.31 

4.53 

4.71 

3,896,093 

-- 

2,587,341 

-- 

— 

... 

*  Correction:  September  $4.77,  October  $4.69. 

\l  201-210  mile  zone.  2!  Based  on  markets  effective  as  of  January  1,  1960.  See  footnote  2  on  table  2. 

2/  Standard  milk.  4/  Huntington.  At  Cleveland,  Akron,  and  Canton.  6/  Lima.  ]_!  Zone  II. 

8/  Except  Oneida,  Vilas,  and  Forest  Counties,  Wisconsin.  £/  At  Rockford.  10/  55-70  mile  zone. 

11/  Base  zone.  12/  Except  Dubuque  and  Jackson  Counties,  Iowa  and  East  Dubuque,  Illinois.  13/  Polk  County. 
14/  Springfield.  15/  At  Memphis.  16/  Greenville  and  Columbus.  17/  Jackson,  Meridian,  Meadvllle,  and 
Hattiesburg.  18/  Gulfport  and  Pascagoula.  19/  Benton.  20/  Oklahoma  City.  21/  Wichita  Falls. 

22/  Minden  and  Monroe.  23/  At  New  Orleans  and  Houma.  24/  Abilene.  25/  Zone  I.  26/  0-50  mile  zone 
(^rcedes).  27/  Tucson.  28/  District  I. 
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Table  4. — Minimum  prices  established  by  Federal  milk  orders,  f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  for  milk  at  basic 

test,  with  butterfat  differentials,  November  1961 


Market 

Fat  : 

Price  per  100 

pounds 

Fat  differential  0 

1% 

test : 

Class  I 

Class  II 

Iclass  III 

’  Blend  | 

Base 

'Excess  1 [ 

Classes 

Blend 

I 

II 

III 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston  \J 

3.7 

5.85 

3.50 

— 

4.93 

— 

7.7 

7.7 

— 

7.7 

Springfield 

3.7 

6.39 

3.56 

— 

5.90 

— 

— 

7.7 

7.7 

— 

7.7 

Worcester 

3.7 

6.39 

3.56 

--- 

6.08 

_ 

7.7 

7.7 

7.7 

Southeastern  New  England 

3.7 

6.39 

3.56 

— 

6.12 

— 

— 

7.7 

7.7 

— 

7.7 

Connecticut 

3.7 

6.39 

3.56 

— 

6.00 

— 

... 

8.0 

8.0 

— 

8.0 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York-New  Jersey  1/ 

3.5 

5.74 

3.87 

3.17 

4.60 

— 

— 

4.0 

9.4 

7.4 

5.8 

Philadelphia 

3.7 

2/6.19 

3.22 

— 

2/3/5.71 

... 

... 

7.1 

7.1 

7.0 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

3.7 

6.04 

3.22 

— 

3/5.49 

— 

— 

7.1 

7.1 

— 

7.0 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay 

3.5 

5.55 

3.19 

— 

5.07 

— 

— 

7.8 

7.2 

— 

8.0 

Washington,  D.  C. 

3.5 

5.55 

3.19 

— 

4.94 

— 

— 

7.8 

7.2 

— 

8.0 

Wheeling 

3.5 

4.96 

3.21 

— 

4.63 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.7 

Clarksburg 

3.5 

5.21 

3.21 

— 

5.03 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.8 

Tri-State 

3.5 

4/5.17 

4/3.21 

4/3.21 

3/4.87 

— 

— 

7.8 

6.8 

6.8 

7.3 

Appalachian 

4.0 

5.75 

3.47 

— 

5.63 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.2 

Southeastern  Florida  5/ 

4.0 

6.77 

4.76 

3.87 

6.31 

— 

— 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

3.5 

4.66 

3.21 

3.01 

4.30 

7.0 

7.0 

7.0 

7.0 

Muskegon 

3.5 

4.61 

3.09 

— 

4.06 

4.21 

3.09 

6.8 

6.8 

— 

7.0 

Southern  Michigan 

3.5 

4.39 

3.29 

— 

3.99 

4.09 

3.29 

6.8 

6.8 

— 

7.0 

Toledo 

3.5 

4.66 

3.21 

— 

3/4.40 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.3 

— 

7.5 

Northeastern  Ohio  6/ 

3.5 

4.76 

3.51 

3.21 

4.25 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

7.0 

7.6 

Youngs  town- Warren 

3.5 

4.86 

3.21 

— 

4.62 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.8 

North  Central  Ohio 

3.5 

7/4.42 

7/3.21 

— 

3/4.19 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.7 

Columbus  5/ 

3.5 

4.50 

4.10 

3.88 

8/4.77 

— 

— 

7.7 

7.7 

7.6 

7.6 

Day  ton- Spr ingf ie Id 

3.5 

4.60 

9/3.42 

— 

8/4.67 

— 

— 

7.7 

9/7.3 

— 

7.3 

Cincinnati 

3.5 

4.88 

3.36 

10/3.36 

8/4.88 

— 

8.3 

7.0 

10/7.0 

7.8 

Western  Group 

Michigan  Upper  Peninsula 

3.5 

11/4.54 

11/3.21 

11/3.03 

3/4.22 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

7.0 

7.5 

Northeastern  Wisconsin  12/  3.5 

4.13 

3.21 

3.18 

3.84 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

7.0 

7.4 

Milwaukee  5/ 

3.5 

4.01 

3.65 

13/3.21 

3/3.89 

— 

— 

7.3 

1^8.6 

1^7.3 

7.3 

Rockf ord- Fr eepor t 

3.5 

1^4.18 

1^3.21 

— 

4.02 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.3 

— 

7.3 

Chicago 

3.5 

17/4.16 

3.76 

3.31 

17/3.78 

— 

— 

7.3 

8.6 

7.3 

7.3 

S.  Bend-LaPorte- Elkhart 

3.5 

4.51 

3.32 

3.21 

4.22 

--- 

7.9 

6.8 

7.3 

7.3 

Fort  Wayne 

3.5 

4.40 

3.21 

— 

8/4.45 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.5 

Ohio  Valley 

4.0 

5.02 

3.69 

— 

4.76 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.3 

— 

7.5 

Indianapolis  18/ 

3.5 

4.58 

3.32 

— 

8/4.75* 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.8 

— 

7.2 

Suburban  St.  Louis 

3.5 

18/4.56 

3.21 

—  - 

8/18/4.55 

- - 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.2 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 
Northern  Group 

Duluth- Superior 

3.5 

4.14 

3.13 

3.73 

7.9 

7.3 

7.6 

Minneapolls-St.  Paul 

3.5 

4.05 

3.31 

— 

3.85 

— 

— 

8.3 

7.4 

— 

7.4 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

3.5 

4.59 

3.08 

4.30 

--- 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

- - 

7.2 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

3.5 

4.48 

3.05 

— 

4.21 

— 

— 

9.6 

6.8 

— 

7.0 

Black  Hills 

3.5 

5.34 

3.01 

— 

5.02 

— 

— 

10.8 

6.5 

— 

7.0 

North  Central  Iowa  18/ 

3.5 

4.31 

3.31 

— 

3/4.20 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.2 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 

3.5 

4.31 

3.31 

— 

3.97 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

Quad  Cltles-Dubuque 

3.5 

19/4.36 

3.31 

— 

19/4.09 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.4 

Des  Moines  20/ 

3.5 

4.65 

3.31 

— 

4.36 

—  - 

--- 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.2 

Sioux  City 

3.5 

4.68 

3.06 

— 

8/4.57 

— 

— 

9.5 

6.7 

— 

7.0 

Nebraska- Wes tern  Iowa 

3.5 

4.69 

3.28 

••• 

8/4.76 

7.6 

7.0 

7.5 

Continued 
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Table  4. — Minimum  prices  established  by  Federal  milk  orders,  f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  for  milk  at  basic 

test,  with  butterfat  differentials,  November  1961  -Continued 


Fat  j 

Price  per  100 

pounds 

Fat  differential  0 

,17. 

Market 

test  ; 

Class  I 

Class  II 

jciass  III 

1  Blend 

Base 

_ Excess ,  / 

Classes 

Blend 

I 

II 

III 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL  -Con. 

Southern  Group 

St.  Joseph 

3.5 

4.30 

3.19 

4.11 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

7.2 

St.  Louis 

3.5 

4.66 

3.21 

— 

8/4.61 

— 

— 

7.3 

7,0 

— 

7.0 

Ozarks  21/ 

3.5 

4.39 

3.21 

— 

8/4.22 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.0 

Kansas  City 

3.5 

4.40 

3.14 

— 

4.02 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

6.4 

Neosho  Valley 

4.0 

4.98 

3.56 

— 

4.50 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

Wichita 

3.8 

4.79 

4.18 

3,38 

4.38 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.3 

7.0 

7.2 

Southwest  Kansas 

3.8 

4.79 

3.38 

— 

4.42 

--- 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 
Louisville-Lexington 

3,8 

4.60 

3.62 

3.54 

8/4.81 

7.6 

7.3 

7.3 

6.5 

Paducah 

3.5 

4.69 

3.21 

4.70 

— 

- - 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

6.5 

Nashville 

4.0 

4.92 

3.50 

— 

4.70 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.2 

Manphis  22/ 

4.0 

5.49 

3.45 

— 

3/5.38 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

6.5 

Knoxville 

4.0 

5.00 

3.40 

— 

4.69 

— 

- - 

7.9 

7,0 

— 

7,3 

Chattanooga 

4.0 

5.14 

3.65 

— 

4.74 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.6 

Mississippi  Delta  23/ 

4.0 

5.63 

3.35 

— 

5.17 

— 

— 

7,3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

Central  Mississippi  24/ 

4.0 

5.79 

3.35 

— 

5.18 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.0 

Miss.  Gulf  Coast  25/ 

4.0 

5.89 

3,35 

— 

5.18 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Central  Arkansas  26/ 

4.0 

5.49 

3.45 

5.33 

... 

7.3 

7.0 

7.2 

Fort  Smith 

4.0 

5.50 

3.20 

— 

3/5.25 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan  27/ 

4.0 

5.32 

3.25 

— 

4.74 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

Red  River  Valley  28/ 

4.0 

5.46 

3.54 

— 

5.02 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.4 

Texas  Panhandle 

4.0 

5.79 

29/3.54 

— 

5.08 

— 

— 

7.3 

29/6.7 

— 

7.1 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana  30/ 

4.0 

5.92 

3.54 

3/31/5.64 

7.3 

6.7 

7.2 

New  Orleans  32/ 

4.0 

6.04 

3.54 

— 

5.30 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

North  Texas 

4.0 

5.64 

33/3.54 

— 

5.04 

— 

— 

7.6 

^7.0 

— 

7.0 

Central  West  Texas  34/ 

4.0 

5.88 

3^3.54 

— 

5.64 

— 

— 

7.6 

^7.0 

— 

7.3 

Austln-Waco  36/ 

4.0 

6.02 

3,54 

— 

3/5.82 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

6.7 

San  Antonio 

4.0 

6.06 

37/3.56 

— 

5.85 

— 

— 

7.6 

37/6.5 

— 

6.7 

Corpus  Christ! 

4.0 

38/6.42 

39/3.54 

— 

3/38/6.32 

— 

— 

7.3 

39/6.7 

7.2 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado 

3.5 

5.30 

3.21 

4.90 

7.9 

7.3 

7.8 

Great  Basin 

3.5 

5.25 

3,35 

3.20 

4.59 

4.77 

3.20 

8.2 

7.0 

7.0 

7.8 

Western  Colorado 

3.5 

5.25 

3.21 

— 

^4.97 

— 

8.2 

7.3 

— 

8.1 

Colorado  Springs-Pueblo 

3.5 

5.30 

3.21 

— 

5.30 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.3 

— 

7.8 

Central  Arizona  40/ 

3,8 

6.00 

3,40 

— 

5.57 

— 

— 

8.2 

7.0 

— 

7.9 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound  41/ 

4.0 

5.29 

4^3,48 

4.49 

4.59 

3.73 

7.6 

42/7,3 

44/7,5 

Inland  Qnpire 

4.0 

5,63 

«/3.48 

5.16 

... 

... 

7.8 

45/7.3 

«/ - 

7.6 

*  Correction:  September  $4.77,  October  $4.69. 


U  201-210  mile  zone.  ^  Standard  milk.  3/  Individual  handler  pool.  ^  Huntington.  ^  Class  IV 
prices  and  differentials:  Southeastern  Florida,  $3.18,  7.5o;  Columbus,  $3.25,  7.0^;  Milwaukee,  $3.13,  7.3?. 

6/  At  Cleveland,  Akron,  and  Canton.  TJ  Lima.  Includes  payment  for  fall  production  fund:  Columbus,  43?; 

Dayton-Springfield,  39?;  Cincinnati,  37?;  Fort  Wayne,  28?;  Indianapolis,  39?;  Suburban  St.  Louis,  16?;  Sioux  City, 38?; 
Nebraska- Wes tern  Iowa,  33?;  St.  Louis,  16?;  Ozarks,  15?;  Louisville-Lexington,  47?.  £/  Class  II  (butter) 

$3.25,  6.8?.  10/  Class  III  (butter)  $3.36,  6.6?.  11/  Zone  II.  12/  Except  Oneida,  Vilas,  and  Forest 

Counties,  Wisconsin.  13/  Class  111(a),  same  as  Class  III.  14/  When  handler's  lowest  priced  use  is  Class  III. 

15/  When  handler’s  lowest  price  use  is  in  this  class.  16/  At  Rockford.  17/  55-70  mile  zone. 

18/  Base  zone.  19/  Except  Dubu^e  and  Jacteon  Counties,  Iowa  and  East  Dubuque,  Illinois.  20/  Folk  County. 

21/  Springfield.  22/  At  Memphis.  23/  Greenville  and  Columbus.  24/  Jackson,  Meridian,  Meadville, 
and  Hattiesburg.  25/  Gulfport  and  Pascagoula.  26/  Benton.  27/  Oklahoma  City.  28/  Wichita  Falls. 

29/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese)  $3.36,  6.7?.  30/  Minden  and  Monroe.  31/  Associated  producers  paid  an  average 

of  $2.10.  (Handler  blend  price  less  Class  II).  32/  At  New  Orleans  and  Houma.  33/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese) 
$3.36,  7.0?.  34/  Abilene.  3^/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese)  $3.14,  7.0?.  ^  Zone  I.  37/  Class  II 

(Cheddar  cheese)  $3.14,  6.5?.  38/  0-50  mile  zone  (Mercedes).  39/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese)  $3.14,  6.7?. 

40/  Tucson.  41/  District  I.  42/  Class  II  (ice  cream,  condensed,  and  cottage  cheese.)  $3.73,  7.3?. 

43/  October  Class  11(a)  price  and  differential  shown  as  Class  III  in  error.  44/  Fat  differential  for  base 

7.5?  and  excess  7.3?.  45/  Class  11(a)  $3,73,  7.3?. 
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Table  5. --Federal  milk  order  Class  I  formula  price  information  and  gross  Class  I  usage  (with  comparisons), 

November  1961 


Market 

Formula  factors 

Gross  Class  I 

: Receipts 

from 
as  % 
I 

Basic 

price 

1/ 

•  Fluid  • 
diff.  = 

:  y  : 

Sea¬ 

sonal 

■  Supply- 
demand 
;  3/ 

Other 

<y 

[Class  I  [ 
[price  V [ 

Nov.  1961 

iChange 
:  from 
:Nov. 
:1960 

;ptoducers 
:of  Class 

;  Nov.  : 

:  1961  : 

Nov. 

1960 

Dollars 

per  100 

pounds 

1.000  lb. 

Pet . 

Percent 

NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston 

5.76  E 

— 

40.43 

-0.35 

40.01 

5.85 

96,964 

+  6,9 

159 

152 

Springfield 

6.30  E 

— 

4-  .43 

-  .35 

4-  .01 

6.39 

13,840 

+  8.2 

106 

125 

Worcester 

6.30  E 

— 

4-  .43 

-  .35 

4-  .01 

6.39 

17,025 

-  3.5 

104 

120 

Southeastern  N. England 

6.30  E 

— 

4-  .43 

-  .35 

4-  .01 

6.39 

42,009 

+  1.7 

114 

126 

Connecticut 

6.30  E 

— 

4-  .43 

-  .35 

4-  .01 

6.39 

74,702 

+  7.7 

111 

120 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

228,427 

+  5.7 

139 

143 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York-New  Jersey 

5.58  E 

— 

+  .47 

-  .31 

— 

5.74 

7/ 

— 

— 

— 

Philadelphia 

5.70  E 

— 

4-  .40 

0 

4-  .09 

6.19 

100,249 

-  4.2 

116 

125 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

y 

— 

— 

— 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

5.55  E 

— 

4-  .40 

— 

4-  .09 

6.04 

15,054 

+153.9 

118 

90 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay  8/  - 

— 

— 

— 

— 

5.55 

43,318 

+10.2 

124 

126 

Washington,  D.  C. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

5.55 

56,892 

+  4.3 

135 

135 

Wheeling 

3.20  B 

1.73 

4-  .15 

-  .12 

— 

4.96 

11,705 

-  3.5 

113 

101 

Clarksburg 

3.20  B 

1.98 

4-  .15 

-  .12 

— 

5.21 

4,959 

+  1.0 

110 

119 

Tri-State 

3.21  M 

1.59 

4-  .28 

4-  .09 

— 

5.17 

18,917 

-  .4 

110 

101 

Appa lachian 

3.65  B 

1.92 

4-  .18 

— 

— 

5.75 

18,292 

+  9.6 

105 

106 

Southeastern  Florida 

7.00  S 

— 

-  .23 

— 

6.77 

34,082 

+  1.9 

120 

122 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

159,815 

+  9.0 

122 

119 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

3.21  M 

1.28 

4-  .17 

— 

— 

4.66 

3,655 

-  9.9 

126 

102 

Muskegon 

3.21  M 

1.25 

4-  .15 

— 

— 

4.61 

6,420 

+  2.9 

148 

130 

Southern  Michigan 

3.21  M 

1.43 

4-  .20 

-  .45 

— 

4.39 

174,399 

-  1.2 

158 

138 

Toledo 

3.21  M 

1.45 

4-  .20 

-  .20 

— 

4.66 

22,297 

+  2.2 

121 

114 

Northeastern  Ohio 

3.21  M 

1.65 

4-  .15 

-  .25 

— 

4.76 

88,918 

-  3.8 

155 

138 

Youngstown-Warren  8/ 

3.21  M 

1.65 

4-  .15 

-  .25 

4-  .10 

4.86 

16 , 744 

— 

117 

— 

North  Central  Ohio 

3.21  M 

1.31 

4-  .15 

-  .25 

--- 

4.42 

17,381 

+  .9 

124 

123 

Columbus 

3.30  B 

1. 10 

— 

4-  .10 

— 

4.50 

24,171 

+  4.0 

122 

116 

Dayton-Springf ie Id 

3.33  B 

1.20 

— 

4-  .07 

— 

4.60 

27,689 

+  2.4 

132 

130 

Cincinnati 

3.34  B 

1.30 

— 

4-  .24 

— 

4.88 

36,725 

+13.4 

130 

134 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

400,498 

+  .1 

147 

134 

Western  Group 

Mich.  Upper  Peninsula 

3.19  M 

1.17 

4-  .18 

— 

— 

4.54 

7,845 

-  .7 

114 

106 

Northeastern  Wisconsin 

3.19  M 

.74 

4-  .20 

— 

— 

4.13 

23,518 

+  1.2 

142 

123 

Milwaukee 

3.19  M 

.86 

4-  .20 

-  .24 

— 

4.01 

46,225 

+19.1 

127 

115 

Rockford -Freeport 

3.30  W 

.92 

4-  .20 

-  .24 

— 

4.18 

4,739 

+10.8 

122 

102 

Chicago 

3.30  W 

.90 

4-  .20 

-  .24 

— 

4. 16 

191,218 

-  5.6 

241 

205 

S .Bend-LaPorte-Elkhart 

3.19  M 

1.10 

4-  .20 

4-  .02 

— 

4.51 

11,897 

-36.1 

131 

126 

Fort  Wayne 

3.20  B 

1.20 

— 

— 

— 

4.40 

12,339 

+66.7 

121 

126 

Ohio  Valley  8/ 

3.69  B 

1.25 

4-  .08 

— 

— 

5.02 

12,356 

-  2.3 

126 

116 

Indianapolis  8/ 

3.33  B 

1.25 

— 

— 

— 

4.58 

56,703 

— 

121 

— 

Suburban  St.  Louis  8/ 

3.30  W 

1.30 

4-  .20 

— 

-  .24 

4.56 

21,308 

+  9.6 

114 

109 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

297,227 

-  1.0 

201 

178 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Duluth-Superior 

3.19  M 

.90 

4-  .05 

--- 

— 

4.14 

7,717 

-  1.9 

163 

163 

Minneapolis -St.  Paul 

3.19  M 

.86 

4-  .14 

-  .14 

— 

4.05 

55,911 

+  3.1 

147 

134 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

3.19  M 

1.40 

— 

— 

— 

4.59 

2,680 

+10.8 

121 

116 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

3.08  B 

1.40 

— 

— 

— 

4.48 

6,448 

+  4.3 

123 

119 

Black  Hills 

3.19  M 

2.15 

— 

— 

— 

5.34 

3,279 

+  3.9 

114 

113 

North  Central  Iowa 

3.30  W 

1.05 

4-  .20 

-  .24 

— 

4.31 

19,794 

-  2.0 

111 

102 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 

3.30  W 

1.05 

4-  .20 

-  .24 

— 

4.31 

10,858 

-  1.8 

146 

119 

Quad  Cities -Dubuque 

3.30  W 

1. 10 

4-  .20 

-  .24 

— 

4.36 

12,875 

+  2.5 

135 

122 

Des  Moines 

3.30  W 

1.25 

4-  .20 

-  .24 

4-  .14 

4.65 

18,593 

+  8.0 

128 

114 

Sioux  City 

3.28  L 

1.40 

— 

— 

— 

4.68 

3,630 

-10.2 

141 

119 

Nebraska -Western  Iowa 

3.29  B 

1.40 

— 

— 

— 

4.69 

33,030 

+  1.2 

125 

107 

Group  6/ 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

174,753 

+  2.2 

135 

121 

Cont inued 
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Table  5.  Federal  milk  order  Class  I  formula  price  information  and  gross  Class  I  usage  (with  comparisons), 

November  1961  -Continued 


Ma  rke  t 

Formula  factors 

Class  I 
price  5/ 

Gross  Class  I 

:  Receipts 
:  producers 
:of  Class 

from 

as 

I 

Basic 

price 

1/ 

[  Fluid 
•  diff.  ' 

:  i 

Sea¬ 

sonal 

1  Supply- 
demand 
:  3/ 

Other 

y 

Nov.  1961 

:Change 
:  from 
:Nov. 
:1960 

:  Nov.  : 

:  1961  : 

Nov. 

1960 

Dollars 

per  100 

pounds 

1,000  lb. 

Pet. 

Percent 

WEST  NORTH  CENT.  -Con. 

Southern  Group 

St.  Joseph  8/ 

3.21  B 

1.39 

+0.  10 

-0.30 

-0.10 

4.30 

9,684 

... 

118 

_ 

St.  Louis 

3.30  W 

).40 

+  .20 

0 

-  .24 

4.66 

48,839 

+  0.7 

116 

108 

Ozarks 

3.30  W 

1.13 

+  .20 

0 

-  .24 

4.39 

13,046 

+14.4 

140 

119 

Kansas  City 

3.21  B 

1.39 

+  .10 

-  .30 

— 

4.40 

41,476 

+  1.8 

147 

147 

Neosho  Valley 

3.64  M 

1.34 

+  .11 

— 

-  .11 

4.98 

8,353 

+17.2 

151 

169 

Wichita 

3.46  M 

1.57 

— 

-  .24 

— 

4.79 

17,117 

+  8.2 

146 

149 

Southwest  Kansas 

3.46  M 

1.65 

— 

-  .66 

+  .34 

4.79 

4,255 

-  .8 

135 

124 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

133,062 

+  4.1 

135 

130 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville-Lexington 

3.55  B 

1.25 

— 

-  .42 

+  .22 

4.60 

32,411 

+  2.4 

130 

121 

Paducah 

3.19  M 

1.30 

+  .20 

— 

— 

4.69 

7,521 

+  4.7 

102 

107 

Nashville 

3.66  B 

1.35 

+  .15 

-  .24 

— 

4.92 

21,051 

+  2.5 

119 

125 

Memphis 

3.75  C 

1.74 

— 

0 

— 

5.49 

20,860 

+23.2 

104 

108 

Knoxville 

3.66  B 

1.50 

— 

-  .16 

— 

5.00 

13,358 

+  1.6 

119 

115 

Chattanooga 

3.65  B 

1.75 

— 

-  .26 

— 

5.14 

11,007 

+  2.8 

129 

128 

Mississippi  Delta 

3.66  B 

1.97 

— 

— 

— 

5.63 

7,168 

+  .7 

122 

113 

Central  Mississippi 

3.66  B 

2.13 

— 

— 

— 

5.79 

12,407 

-  6.0 

132 

124 

Mississippi  Gulf  Coast 

3.66  B 

2.23 

— 

— 

— 

5.89 

4,771 

+12.2 

137 

102 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

128,888 

+  3.7 

123 

119 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Central  Arkansas 

3.75  C 

1.74 

— 

0 

— 

5.49 

16,053 

+  4.2 

108 

110 

Fort  Smith 

3.65  M 

1.75 

+  .10 

— 

— 

5.50 

3,608 

+14.1 

110 

110 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan 

3.64  M 

1.85 

+  .10 

-  .28 

— 

5.32 

34,315 

-  .1 

140 

134 

Red  River  Valley 

3.64  M 

2.00 

+  .10 

-  .28 

— 

5.46 

13,304 

+  .6 

115 

109 

Texas  Panhandle 

3.64  M 

2.05 

+  .10 

— 

— 

5.79 

11,100 

-  3.8 

141 

120 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

78,377 

+  .9 

128 

122 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana 

3.64  M 

2.27 

— 

— 

— 

5.92 

13,168 

+  5.4 

109 

115 

New  Orleans 

3.66  B 

2.61 

+  .07 

-  .46 

+  .16 

6.04 

24,060 

+  6.9 

141 

142 

North  Texas 

3.64  M 

2.12 

+  .13 

-  .26 

— 

5.64 

59,584 

+  1.0 

134 

126 

Central  West  Texas 

3.64  M 

2.37 

+  .13 

-  .26 

— 

5.88 

13,016 

-  3.8 

110 

113 

Austin-Waco 

3.64  M 

2.50 

+  .13 

-  .26 

— 

6.02 

11,368 

+10.7 

105 

102 

San  Antonio 

3.64  M 

2.54 

+  .13 

-  .26 

— 

6.06 

18,941 

-  8.3 

97 

95 

Corpus  Christi 

3.64  M 

2.90 

+  .13 

-  .26 

— 

6.42 

12,576 

-  .7 

98 

96 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

152,401 

+  1.3 

122 

119 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado  8/ 

3.20  B 

2. 10 

— 

— 

— 

5.30 

31,024 

— 

120 

— 

Great  Basin 

3.20  B 

2.05 

— 

0 

— 

5.25 

22,086 

+  4.3 

149 

148 

Western  Colorado 

3.20  B 

2.05 

— 

— 

— 

5.25 

2,433 

-  5.0 

116 

117 

Colo.  Springs-Pueblo 

3.20  B 

2.10 

— 

— 

— 

5.30 

7,684 

-  .1 

104 

124 

Central  Arizona 

3.46  M 

2.75 

— 

-  .21 

— 

6.00 

30,577 

+  2.2 

121 

118 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

62,556 

+  2.0 

129 

129 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound 

3.64  M 

1.65 

— 

— 

— 

5.29 

47,049 

+  3.3 

197 

190 

Inland  Empire 

3.64  M 

1.90 

— 

+  .09 

— 

5.63 

9,906 

-  .6 

128 

133 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

56,954 

+  2.6 

185 

180 

Conparable  markets  9^/ 

... 

— 

— 

-- 

-- 

— 

10/2,401,649 

+  .9 

153 

145 

All  markets  6/ 

-  ,  - 

--- 

«  .  . 

--  - 

-  -  - 

10/2,591,401 

+  5.7 

150 

144 

!_/  Based  on:  E-Economic  index;  B-Butter-nonfat  dry  milk  prices;  C-Cheese  price  formula;  L-Local  manufacturing  milk 
prices;  M-Midwest  condensery  prices;  S-Specified  in  order;  W-Minnesota-Wisconsin  manufacturing  milk  price. 

2/  Annual  rate.  3/  Computed  amount.  4/  Bracketing  except;  price  and/or  supply-demand  adjustment  limited  by 
minimum  or  maximum,  or  relation  to  other  market:  Youngstown-Warren,  Suburban  St.  Louis,  Des  Moines,  St.  Joseph, 

St.  Louis,  Ozarks,  Neosho  Valley,  Southwest  Kansas,  Louisville-Lexington,  New  Orleans.  5^/  For  butterfat 

percentage  and  location  at  which  price  is  reported,  see  table  4.  bj  Adjusted  for  duplication  due  to  intermarket 

transfers.  TJ  Data  not  available.  8/  Excluded  from  group  total.  £/  Based  on  markets  effective 

January  1,  1960.  Excludes  Upper  Chesapeake  Bay,  Youngstown-Warren,  Ohio  Valley,  Indianapolis,  Suburban  St.  Louis, 

St.  Joseph,  and  Eastern  Colorado.  Adjusted  for  duplication  due  to  intermarket  transfers.  10/  Includes  New  York- 

New  Jersey  producer  milk  only. 
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information  is  available,  October  1961,  with  comparisons 
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Table  6, --Whole  milk,  skim  milk  items,  milk  and  cream  mixtures,  and  cream  sold  in  marketing  areas  defined  by  Federal  milk  orders,  for  markets  where  such 

information  is  available,  October  1961,  with  comparisons,  -Continued 


csjI 


4J  d 

3  m  o 

PQ  M-)  u 


00  o  sf  o 

r-l  VO  CO  CM  00 

I  +  t  +  +  + 

ON  m  rH  CO  lo 

CM  CM  CO  VO  r-l 
I  7  'T  I  + 

m  vo  vo  CM 


CM  00  ON  r**.  m 


O  vO  00  CM  o  O 

I-)  CM  t-»  r-t  CO  in 

+  +  +  I  .  I 

O  CM  CO  CO 

m  r-»  CM  CM  r-H 

I  1  I  I  I  I 

CM  m  O  O  00  n£> 
CM  CM  CM  CM  »-•  «-< 


CM  CO  o  lO  r>.  •4' 
00  m  o  m  vo  CM 


ON  r«»  00  in  r>.  CO 

r>»  vO  CO  i-H  .-i  vD 
++++++ 
CO  •-<  i-H  in  m  o 

rs.  m  CO  CJN  CM 

r— ( 

+  +  1  +  +  + 


r-l  1^  m  <}■  CO 


vO  CM  CO  CM  <t  ON 
CO  CM  rH  CM  CO 

I  +  I  I  I  I 


I  00  CO  CM  CO  m 
I  rH  CM  NO  CM 

1111  + 


CO  (O  CO  CO  CO  CO 


ON  r«.  <}•  CO  ON 

O  00  CO  O  CM  f-H 
T-l  CM  O  CM  CO  f-H 


NOCMvocM<tincor>.oo 

vD'^ocM<j’si-r«.inrH 

r— <  i-H 

I  +  •  +  +  I  I  I  I 

rN.CJNCOrH,-l<tMrCMND 
onndndoo  ivDr>» 

I  I  I  I  I  t  I  I  I 

ininr-tincMr«-ooinm 


incocooooNin»-«co 

rH  Vf  «—•  •-< 


•J'MfNOONOCOOOCOO 
COMj-CM-vfONOO  *^CO 
^  ^  ^  ^  , 

cooooNoONr>.r«»mco 
mminr^r-iincovoco 
+  +  !+??  +  +  1 

«-H<fCMi-<COrHON^\D 

CMCOCMCMCMCMCOCOCM 


vovocMcomficoincM 

O  ■vJ-COf-ii-J.-lMtcM 


CMCMONONNOf^r><vOr>. 
<fCMCMCO  COCOMfCO 
1  +  1  I  I  +  +  +  + 

oONOi-Hi-Hinor^-ONO 
COCMCO.-^COC3NCMOO 
+  +  .  1  +  +  +  +  + 


vocor^incomooONco 


m  m  <1*  CO  ON 


I  +  +  +  I  I  +  + 

mcMON^fCMOr-tCOOO 
^  »-l  CM  CO  CO  I-I  -sa- 
I  +  +  +  1  +  +  +  + 

moor^coincMinmr^ 

NDNDinmvooNcor^r^ 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


•OCM-OrHi-lvDCMt-lO 
OCMONCMCM--lONr>«.\0 
ON.— t<J-<tfsJCM.-ICOi-< 


25  O  W  W  O  -W  3 

►J  ^  fO  X  -H 

H  }-i  to  W  pC  -U 

CO  *(00003 


<J*I 


^  ^  ^ I  o  g"  S 

O  ’.-I  r-i  W  i-f 

CO  >  (0  •H  T-J 


oco<t\o^inoN<foor- 

00  or«.inoo  co-vfMj-cM 

+  +  +  +  I  I  +  I  +  I  ? 

ON<i-oo<}'coNOincMcMr«.o 

ON  r-4incoco 

+  1  +  +  I  7  I  +  +  I  ? 

vDlOcMinCMOOvDOCMi-lrH 


•d’oOf-iONDinoinoo'OCJN 
1—1  1— (  r— 1  I— I  CO  On  t— I  #— 1  t-H 


O  >a-NDOOvDOOOvDCMNC> 
inOCOrHCOOf-‘*-'r-l<fCO 
+  +  I  I  ?  I  +  I  I  I 

mcor-^ON^o^•^lno<t<J■^'* 

lAf-4  r-tCMONCMr-lCMvDCM 
+  I  +  +  I  +  I  I  I  I  I 

i-ii-icoco<j-^ocovoinco 

r-lCMCMCMCMCMCMCMCMCMCM 


ooNDinmr'.vooNcoO'^co 

-.4-cococOf-ivDi-HinNDr«.in 


CMCOCMCMrHCOr^OMfr^CM 

cMr'»rH<i-i-i.-icMoor*«.vD 

c-ioomcMr^ONr^comcocM 
co.str>.<focMcMinooin 
+  1+  +  +  +1+  +  +  + 


CO  00  ON  r>.  . 


r>.  00  ON  ON  in  1-4 


vo  o  r*»  <f  vo  I 

r-l  r-l  vO  CM 
I  I  +  I  I 


I  <r  00  CO  CO  00 
I  CO  CM  CM 

+  I  I  +  I 


cocMoocococMinfHinoouo 

CMCMCOCM  rHr-^COCM  CM 

+  I  +  I  +  I  +  I  I  1  . 


COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


vtcoNDr-ooor^vDCMONO 

cM<fin<fr'.<fOONOvDin 

COCOCOCMCMvOCOCOMfMj-CO 


m  o  00  vo 

O  m  .-H 

r-H 

+  I  +  + 

r-t  CM  NO  CM 

rH  CM  rH  00 
1—1 

+  .  +  + 

CO  00  VO  r**. 


rH  CM  vo  On 
hO  f-H  CO 


in  ON  m  ON 

CM  On  cm 
+  I  +  + 

r-l  f's.  vO  CM 

CM  1-1  00  rH 
rH 

+  I  +  + 

<t  CM  ON  00 
CM  CM  .-I 


CO  •4-  CM 
ON  rH  <3-  in 


o  m  r-  CM 

r*.  fH  rH  ON 
.H  rH  rH  CO 
+  I  +  + 

CO  iH  CM 

NO  m  ON  vo 
»H  r-l  CM  -sf 
+  I  +  + 


r«*  o  00 
iH  CM  vo 


CO  O  NO  ON 
rH  in  <!■ 

+  111 

*4-  CO  in  vo 

VO  rH 
rH 

+  1+1 


CO  CO  CO  CO 


00  <}•  o  .H 

00  m  o 

m  CM  00 


(4  CL  0)  11)  *f-l 


03  ‘rH  W 

60  a.  M  CL 


to  O 

'  d  n 

eg  •*-> 

:  Li  ^ 

'  < 


'V  ‘H 

«  C  3 


z  :s  00 


H  *H 

CO  3 
^2 


56a 


d  CO 
<D  vj 

O  S 


flj 


d  .-I 
d)  ^ 

o  o 


to  X  I 
0)  a; 
E-i  ' 


> 

Li  d 

<L)  (0 

>  CM  M  rH 

•H  d  Li 

Pi  Vi  ji:  O  JZ 

eg  4J  -U 

73  X  M  3  M 

CL)  <U  O  d  O 

Cd  E-f  z  Z  2; 


X 

d 

H 

4-> 

w  w  CO  O  O 


d  d  -H  Li 


§6 


Li  < 


d  CO 

d  3 

o  < 


•S6 

Z 

M  pa  d  CO  r-i 
<5  Li  eg 
H  4J  d  -  Li 

Z  d  -U  O  -u 

D  d  to  n-t  d 

O  Li  d  O  d 

a  o  3:  o  u 


+  I 


r>.  o 

O  CO 


00 
r-4  !>. 


-o  ml 
d 


■H  *-»  4J 

6  §  I 

<u  a  5 


O  .-H 
vO  eg 
■H  ON  to 
0  rH 


Li  TJ  0 
d  d  (3 
CL  d 

•H  rH 
T3  CW  rH 

d  d  d 

d  TJ  0 


r^l 


volr 


CO  (0  >0 

d  m  d 

Li  d  d 

rQ  ^  M  Li  _ 

d  CL  d  d  Z 

O  t§  'O  rQ  Jd 

O  CO  d  d  ■ 

H  -Odd. 

tH  4J  d  -H  .H  JH 

M  d  d  rO  ,Q 

u  60rH  0  e  a 

<  3  d  o  r 

fL  (H  M  O  C. 


d  Mtl  60 
W  d 


cm!  <w 
3  d 
d  o 


Li  v£>| 


-i|co|  d 


15 


Table  7. --Prices  and  economic  indexes  used  in  Federal  milk  order  formulas  to  determine  November  1961  prices,  with  comparisons 
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1/  Converted  to  3.57.  butterfat  test  by  using  Chicago  butterfat  differential.  2/  Data  not  available.  3/  Equivalent  price  for  butter  as  determined  by 
S.D.A.  4/  No  quotation  reported.  5/  Base  year*:  1960  data,  1936-40  and  1961  data,  1957-58. 


